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DETAILED ACTION 

Information Disclosure Statement 

1 . The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on 4/14/2005 was considered by 
the examiner. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 1 and 7 are objected to because of the following informalities: Claims 1 and 7 
claim the following features: 

"a step of copying the content of the pixmaps into the display window with previously if 
necessary a step forcing the updating of the pixmaps involved in the display if the previous step 
has not terminated same", which is not clear to the examiner what is actually claimed, i.e. what is 
necessary, or what the previous step is, or what the same step is. In the following rejection, claim 
language is interpreted as best understood by the examiner. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

4. Claims 1-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Ashe (U.S. Patent 
No. 5,900,872). 
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As per claim 1 , Ashe teaches a method of displaying a document on a display screen 
capable of being subjected to a scroll procedure (col. 1, lines 10-16), comprising the following 
steps: : 

a step of allocating the document a quantity of graphics memory so as to create a buffer 
memory of the visible part of the document and of the zones closest to this visible part and 
referred to as anticipation bands (Fig. 6A, steps 66-70, and col. 5, lines 24-42, see also col. 4, 
lines 29-49); 

a step of calculating and of chopping of this memory into pixmaps as a function of the 
size of the document, of the visible part, and of those of the anticipation bands (col. 5, lines 30- 
54, see also col. 1, lines 30-38), 

a step of relative positioning of these pixmaps with respect to the complete document and 
its visible part, a step, that can be carried out as a background task, of filling the content of the 
pixmaps with a priority system dependent on the proximity of the pixmap with respect to the 
visible zone, when the document is subjected to a display procedure or to a scrolling (Fig. 6A- 
6B, col. 6, lines 41-46), 

a step of copying the content of the pixmaps into the display window with previously if 
necessary a step forcing the updating of the pixmaps involved in the display if the previous step 
has not terminated same (see claim objection above, moving and updating display contents into 
the display window, see col. 4, lines 29-49); 

return to the step of relative positioning of the pixmaps with respect to the documents as a 
function of the new position of the visible part (col. 6, lines 40-67). 
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As per claim 2, Ashe teaches wherein the anticipation bands comprise a minimum of one 
column of pixmaps on the right and on the left of the visible window as well as a row of pixmaps 
at the bottom and at the top, except in the case where the visible window approaches the edge of 
the document (as cited above, see col. 4, lines 29-49). 

As per claim 3, Ashe also teaches the pixmaps are chopped into rectangles which are 
drawn successively with each call of a background task (as cited above, col. 5, lines 29-54). 

As per claim 4, as cited above, Ashe teaches the background task also has the function of 
constructing the anticipation bands (Figs. 6A-6B, col. 5, lines 29-54, and col. 6, lines 41-67). 

As per claim 5, as previously stated, Ashe teaches each call of this background task, 
comprises: reorganization of the pixmaps if a scroll has been performed (see the housekeeping 
step of tracking regions in the memory, col. 5, lines 29-54), if no repositioning of the pixmaps 
has occurred, drawing of the first rectangle of a pixmap determined as a function of a criterion of 
distance away from the visible zone of the document (see also col. 6, lines 1-31). 

As per claim 6, Ashe inherently teaches using a synchronization mechanism allowing the 
possible forcing of the data to be displayed into the pixmaps (so as to avoid the flickering, col. 1, 
lines 61-67). 

As per claim 7, Ashe teaches an immediate drawing is carried out in two cases: when an 
"expose" event compels the drawing of a part of the display window though this part has not yet 
been drawn in the anticipation bands, or when an element of the document is modified 
graphically in the display window (preparation of the next iteration, col. 7, lines 1-14). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ashe (U.S. Patent 
No. 5,900,872). 

As per claim 8, although Ashe does not explicitly teach the document is a HyperText 
Markup Language (HTML) document, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to 
utilize the method of scrolling a document in which the document is an HTML document since it 
is well known in the art to create an HTML document for a web page. 

7. Claim 9-16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ashe (U.S. 
Patent No. 5,900,872) in view of Parthasarathy et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,802,061, 
"Parthasarathy", hereinafter). 

As per claim 9, the scope of which is similar to claim 1 as addressed above, further 
requires a digital television decoder for displaying a document on a display screen. However, it 
would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to utilize the method as taught by Ashe to 
incorporate into a digital television decoder, such as a set-top box to provide an interface with 
television. One of such is disclosed in Parthasarathy, which teaches a method of scrolling a 
document and also utilizes a set-top box for interfacing with a television (col. 29, lines 1-11). 

Claim 10, which is similar in scope to claim 2, is thus rejected under the same rationale. 
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Claim 1 1 , which is similar in scope to claim 3, is thus rejected under the same rationale. 

Claim 12, which is similar in scope to claim 4, is thus rejected under the same rationale. 

Claim 13, which is similar in scope to claim 5, is thus rejected under the same rationale. 

Claim 14, which is similar in scope to claim 6, is thus rejected under the same rationale. 

Claim 15, which is similar in scope to claim 7, is thus rejected under the same rationale. 

Claim 16, although not explicitly taught by Ashe, Parthasarathy teaches the document is 
an HTML. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to utilize the method of 
scrolling a document in which the document is an HTML document since it is well known in the 
art to create an HTML document for a web page. 

Conclusion 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Hau H. Nguyen whose telephone number is: 571-272-7787. The 
examiner can normally be reached on MON-FRI from 8:30-5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 

supervisor, Kee Tung can be reached on (571) 272-7794. 

The fax number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
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system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



/Hau H Nguyen/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2628 



